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NRG calculations of the ground-state energy: application to the correlation effectsin the adsor ption
of magnetic impuritieson metal surfaces
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The ground-state energy of a quantum impurity model can tmileded using the numerical renormaliza-
tion group (NRG) with a modified discretization scheme witfffisient accuracy to reliably extract physical
information about the system. The approach is applied @ydtinding of magnetic adsorbates modeled by the
Anderson-Newns model for chemisorption on metal surfaté® correlation energy is largest in the valence-
fluctuation regime; in the strong-coupling (Kondo) regirhe Kondo-singlet formation energy is found to be
only a minor contribution. As an application of the methodrtore difficult surface-science problems, we study
the binding energy of a magnetic atom adsorbed near a stepoedg surface with strongly modulated surface-
state electron density. The zero-temperature magneteptibility is determined from the field-dependence of
the binding energy, thereby providing an independent tésuthe Kondo temperaturéx, which agrees very
well with the Tk extracted from a thermodynamic calculation.

PACS numbers: 72.15.Qm, 73.20.Hb, 68.43.-h, 05.10.Cc

The magnetism of nanoscopic objects supported on susurface). While the Anderson-Newns model was originaly in
faces is of great current interest due to possible apptinati tended to describe binding of hydrogen and alkali atomsgesom
in ultra-dense data storage. The magnetic properties of agiroperties of magnetic adsorbates can also be studiednwithi
sorbates can now be studied on the single-atom level using single-orbital approximation/[7]. General binding prope
scanning tunneling microscopes (STM) [1]. Adsorbed atomgies can be determined qualitatively correctly using theeun
attach to metal surfaces by forming strong (covalent) bondstricted Hartree-Fock method [6], while the contributici®
in a process hamed chemisorptioni[2, 3]. The chemisorptioto correlations can be calculated variationally [8]. A noeth
controls the valence (and thus the magnetic moment) of magwhich could very accurately solve the problem in full gener-
netic adsorbates, it can lead to adsorbate-induced réstruc ality for arbitrary energy-dependehfw) and for arbitrarily
ing of surfaces, it affects superlattice growth, chemiealcr  large interaction strengttf has been, however, lacking. In
tions (catalysis) and other surface phenomena [3]. Using athis work, it is shown that the binding energy can be caledat
STM, adsorbed atoms may be manipulated to form artificialvith an excellent accuracy using the numerical renormaliza
nanostructures [4]. For successful manipulation of atemiction group (NRG)I[9} 10, 11].
scale objects it is crucial to understand the binding pribger

. . The NRG consists of a logarithmic discretization/éf .4
of adsorbates, i.e. to know the potential-energy surface as. . ZGH1) . A=
. o into intervals [A~U+Y : A=7] with A > 1, followed by a
function of the position of the adsorbate [2].

A highly simplified model for studying the chemisorption is mapping to an effective one-dimensional tight-binding Flam

=) tonian with exponentially decreasing hopping constants
- a| |5 = . s . . . . . . .
\tlci::‘hAnderson Newns model |3, 8 = Hpana + Himp + He A~*"2, and an iterative diagonalisation where one further site

is taken into account at each step. At each iteratjahe cal-
Hyand = Z xcl Cro, culat_ed excitation spectrum is shifted by subtracting tve- |
est eigenvalué’; from all others. The series

k.oe{t,}
Himp = Z €Ny + UTLTT%, (1)
se{td -
sy ; Exrc = Y _Ei )
thb = Z Vi (Ckadg + dl_ckg) . i=0
k.oe{t,}

Hy,.q describes the continuum of conduction-band electrongs the ground-state energy of the effective Hamiltonian. To
with dispersioney, Hin, corresponds to an adsorbate levelimprove the results, several independent NRG calculations
with energye and electron-electron repulsiéh (n, = d d, are performed for interleaved discretization mesheseshby

is the level occupancy operator), whilé,;, defines the hy- A== with z € (0 : 1] and the final result is obtained as an av-
bridization which can be fully characterized by the funutio erage over alt [12,/13]. To the best knowledge of the author,
D(w) = >, |Vil?§(w — €). The adsorbate binding energy the quantityExrc has never been used to extract physical in-
AFE is defined as the difference between the ground stateormation about the system, presumably due to poor conver-
energy of the system described by the full Hamiltonidn gence properties and systematic errors of the conventiisal
and the ground state energy of the decoupled system witbretization scheme. These deficiencies of NRG were recently
Hyyr, = 0 (i.e. the limit where the atom is far away from the surmounted by a different discretization approach (14, 15]
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which consists of solving the differential equation reduced td x 10~7 even atA = 12 with no additional cal-
e(a+1) culations. (There is actually no need to use a uniform mesh
dc‘?(a:) f (z) [(w 3 of parameters; it is more economical to choose thevalues
dx r [E(x)] ’ @) asthe quadrature nodes.) Using conventional discredizati
schemes, the errors are larger by orders of magnitude and
even the extrapolated — 1 value disagrees with the ex-
act result by3 x 10~%; this corresponds to an error of order
meV, which is barely acceptable especially when small ef-
fects are considered, for example in possible applications

where the functioif (z) with z = j + z yields the discretiza-
tion coefficients for each intervgland each parameter the
functione(z) defines the discretization grid [15].

%1 long-range adsorbate-adsorbate interactions [16]. Taefis
/\_12“’, “, -0.018% 1 the improved discretization scheme from Ref. 14 is thus cru-
Rd ~ . T P
—=2x10°F &Ct‘:’—%— g ] cial and, furthermore, the possibility of obtaining reasoly
2 s ‘10024 d/" 11x10° accurate results even at largemplies that calculations can
* oY P ..
'i{ & | —~ be performed very efficiently.
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Figure 1: (Color online)\-dependence of the calculated binding en- g | -
ergy of a non-interacting adsorbate. Exact binding enéXx@xact ¢ U=0
i§ sqbtragted frqm the numgrical rgsu&ENR,G(A) (circles). Full , £=-0.5 A=2,N=32,E =10, "
line is a linear fit to results in the intervél € [1.6 : 2]. The er- 8 uto

ror of the extrapolatedh — 1 value is3.3 x 10~°. The standard 10— 0'.1 ' 6.2 ' (')‘3 ' 69;-3
deviationoa g characterizes the spread of the results for different r
parameterg. An example ofA Exra(z) for A = 12 is shown in
the inset. N. = 32 different values of: were used, while the pa- Figure 2: (Color online) Binding energd £ (right vertical axis)
rameterEeuorr = 10wy defines the truncation cutoff in the NRG  and numerical erroA Exra — A Eexact (left vertical axis) of a non-
iteration [14]. interacting adsorbate as a function of the hybridizafioriThe pro-
portionality coefficientAE/T" = —0.70 is extracted in the interval
We first consider the binding of a non-interacting adsorbatd € [0 : 0.01]. For reference, the inset showsE /T as a function
with U = 0. In this case, the binding energy can be calcu-of -
lated numerically to arbitrary precision by a simple quaade
(Eq. (39) in Refl.B). For simplicity, we first consider a cart For large hybridizatior”, the adsorbate perturbs the con-
hybridization functionT'(w) = ' forw € [~1 : 1] and zero  ductance band more strongly. In NRG calculations, this is
otherwise. By comparing the NRG results with the exact valuef particular concern since a finite representation of thedba
for a range of discretization parametdrsFig.[1, we find that  is used, thus finite-size effects are expected to become size
the binding energies are calculated with high accuracy eveable. We find, however, that 4t = 2 the error is bounded by
atA = 12; for A = 2 the error is2 x 10~ 7. If bare model 1.7 x 10~% for all T" in the interval[0 : 0.4], Fig.[2. The bind-
parameters (bandwidth, U) are of the order of theV, this  ing energyAE is linear inI" to a good approximation and the
magnitude of the error implies that it is possible to deteieni coefficient of proportionality increases in absolute vadise
the binding energy withueV accuracy. The spread of the re- approaches the Fermi level (see the inset in[Hig. 2), where th
sultsA Exrg (2) for different values of, as measured by the hybridization is more effective in binding the adsorbatéeT
standard deviatioma z in Fig.[, is not an indication of the adsorbate tends to form a bond with the substrate by sharing
error committed but rather contains physically relevafdrin  an electron with the conductance-band states. This pragess
mation about the effects of the hybridization. Thaveraging more efficient when states in the vicinity of the Fermi level a
is thus an essential element of the binding energy calamati involved, since their occupancy can be inexpensively chdng
and not merely an ad-hoc procedure to accelerate the convdyy the hybridization. This is similar to bond formation indw
gence. atom molecules, where the binding energy is largest when the
AtlargeA, the error can be decreased somewhat by increasitomic levels are aligned.
ing N, but the improvement is minor. A systematic improve- We now study the full Anderson-Newns model with fi-
ment by one order of the magnitude can, however, be obtainetite interaction/ and make comparison with the mean-field
by interpolation between the data points, followed by aa-int results obtained using the unrestricted Hartree-Fock (HF)
gration overz on the intervall0 : 1]. The error is thereby method (which neglects correlation effects, see also|Ref. 8
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Figure 4: (Color online) Binding energy and spin polariaatof a

magnetic adsorbate in an external magnetic field (expressest
duced units ofr = gupB/kpTk). The inset shows the spin-
resolved impurity spectral function in a strong field.

Figure 3: (Color online) a) Binding energy, b) correlatiamesgy
E. = AFE — AFEur, Kondo temperatur@’x (right vertical axis),
and c) charge fluctuations of the single-impurity Andersaudet as
a function of the electron-electron interactin The Kondo temper-
ature is extracted from the thermodynamic properties ofntioelel

according to Wilson's prescriptiohs T Ximp(ksTx)/(gun)?
0.07, whereyimp is the impurity magnetic susceptibility [9].

whereW =~ 1.29026 is the Wilson number [9, 17]. From
x(T 0) we then obtain a valudy = 1.43 x 10~*

for the Kondo temperature, which differs from the value of
Tx = 1.46 x 10~* determined in a thermodynamic calcu-
lation of magnetic susceptibility by 3%. Considering that
the values are obtained using entirely independent praesdu
The binding energy reaches its highest absolute value fdheir close agreement is an exceptional confirmation of the
¢ + U = 0 when the single-particle level for an additional method. The remaining small discrepancy stems mostly from
electron crosses the Fermi level, FAig. 3a. This behavior i¢he error associated with obtaining the coefficient of fire
similar to that of the non-interacting model: the binding en contribution to the total energy in the limit of very small gia
ergy is large when the charge fluctuates strongly. Both NR@Getic fields. For large fieldsjfiz B > kpTk), the Zeeman
and Hartree-Fock give the same qualitative features, bst it effect takes over and the variation &fF' is approximately
found that HF underestimates binding. The additional bind{inear.

ing energy can be defined as the “correlation enerdy’=

AFE — AEyr. The correlation energy is largest in the valence 3 2ra)

fluctuation regime foe + U ~ T, see Fig[Bb. At this point 10 34l

the local moment begins to form (see the decreasing charge ” g

fluctuationsdn? in Fig.[3c for increasind/) and the energy cl1l0 1 o

scale of magnetic correlations (the nascent Kondo regime) i ﬂ'

the highest (see the Kondo temperatiliye in Fig.[3b). The 510‘5

“Kondo-singlet formation energy” of the order @fx does '-<']J

not account for the totality of the correlation energy: ibidy 2 10-&

a small fraction, in particular in the largeé-limit where the o .

Kondo temperature is strongly suppressed. The most impor- . | __7,

tant contribution to the correlation energy thus stems flmm 10

cal charge correlations, rather than from extended Kondo co 8

relations. 105 4 6 8 1C
The energy gain due to Kondo correlations is lost in a strong A

magnetic field, see Figll 4. The quadratic reduction for low

fields gupB < kpTk) is expected due to finite spin sus-
ceptibility at zero temperature in the strong-couplingimes
[9]. From the prefactor we can extract the zero-temperatur
magnetic susceptibility

W(QMB)2

T:O =
X( ) pr

(4)

Figure 5: (Color online)A-dependence of the binding energy of
a magnetic adsorbate hybridized to a band with energy-digmen
density of stategp(w). The hybridization function id'(w) =
®op(w) with a) sharp step functiomp(w) 1+ 0w — wo)
with wo = —0.1, b) rounded step-functiop(w) = 1 + (1/2 +
(1/m) tan"* [m(w — wo)/A]), whereA = 0.001, and c) oscillatory
p(w) =14(1/2) cos[(9/2)7(1+w)]. TheA = 1.6 results are used
as reference values and subtracted fed(A).



Albeit constant hybridization is a convenient simplifica-
tion, in realistic problemd’(w) is strongly energy depen-

dent. Three forms are considered here: sharp and rounded

step functions, and an oscillatory function. The convecgen
with A depends significantly on the form, see Fifj. 5: while
the error remains approximately constantatl0—% for the
rounded step function, it increases significantly for tharph
step and oscillatory function. As expected, sharp disoorti
ities and variations that occur over extended energy iaterv
lead to larger errors than smooth localized changes.
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Figure 6: (Color online) Properties of a magnetic adsorlmatea
surface at a distance of from a step edge modelled as a hard-
wall potential scatterer. Fitting by oscillatory powewldunctions
A+ Bcos(2krz + §) /x> provides the phase shifts(show in the
figure) and decay constants the binding energyA E decays as
1/z3/2, the occupancy as/z''°, and the Kondo temperature as

1/2*1¢. The fitting procedure was performed with the data in the

asymptotic regionr € L4O : 80]1&. The inset shows the hybridiza-
tion function atr = 16 A. wo = —0.039, kr = 0.217 A~

The capabilities of the method for problems with strongly

energy-dependent hybridization are demonstrated withxthe

is thus

N(w) =T, +Ts0 (w—wp) {1 — Jo 2k(w)z]}. (5)
While it is by now established that for magnetic impurities o
noble-metal surfacels, < I'y, [[18,[19], we will nevertheless
take a greatly exaggerated rafig/T', = 1 to accentuate the
effect of the energy-dependenceltiv). In fact, on surfaces
with giant Friedel oscillations [20] such ratio might beliga
tic.

The adsorbate properties reflect the oscillatory features i
I'(w), see Fig[l. The Kondo temperature is strongly corre-
lated with the variation of* at the Fermi level and it can be
well described by a cosine function with constant phase shif
o1, multiplied by some envelope function which is, to a good
approximation, a power-law decayz!-'6. The binding en-
ergy, however, exhibits some additional structure, inipart
ular for low values ofz. (This is not a numerical artefact:
the same result is obtained for other choices of NRG parame-
ters.) Qualitatively similar features are visible in thesaxbate
level occupancyn), but at shifted positions. The origin of
these effects is thus in the details of the energy dependgnce
I'(w) over a wide energy interval (i.e. on the atomic scale of
andU). This is unlike the Kondo temperature, which depends
mostly on the values of (w) in the narrow interval on the
scale ofTk itself and therefore simply follows the variation
of I'(w = 0). It may be noted that strong binding corresponds
to high Kondo temperature and that variation€\df andTx
are of the same order of magnitude, pointing to a large effect
of magnetic correlation in this situation.

The NRG method is a very capable tool for studying corre-
lation effects in magnetic adsorbates on surfaces. The demo
strated favorable scaling of errors withbrings more realistic
(multi-orbital) models within the reach of modern compagtin
facilities. The technique for calculating ground-statergies
is very general and it can be, for example, applied to caleula
the response of the system (expectation values, susdeptibi
ties) with respect to arbitrary perturbations.
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